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Abstract   
 
In 2012, the Malaysian government initiated a cash handout scheme named BR1M which stands for 'Bantuan Rakyat 
1 Malaysia' aimed at helping low-income Malaysian households. In recent months, there has been a lot of debate on 
BR1M. This paper aims to examine the views of millennials on whether BR1M is a good policy for Malaysia. Seeking 
the views of Malaysian millennials on this topic is important because there is a lack of research on the perceptions of 
young Malaysians on this issue. It is also in line with recent calls by leaders in the government, society and academia 
on the need to encourage Malaysian youths particularly graduates and undergraduates to actively channel their ideas 
on important issues to help develop our country. This study found that slightly more than half, i.e 58.2% of Malaysian 
millennials agree that  BR1M is a good policy for Malaysia. While most Malaysian millennials are supportive of 
BR1M, they have also highlighted a number of concerns with regard to BR1M. Among their major concerns are that 
BR1M may have long term negative effects on the country and that BR1M may also promote a dependency mentality 
and be a disincentive for the recipients to look for work. As pointed out by one respondent, “BR1M should be improved 
in the future to avoid abuse and incentivizing laziness or complacency. Government should also provide more career 
opportunities for the people rather than just giving cash hand-outs 
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1. INTRODUCTION  
 
In 2012, the Malaysian government initiated a cash handout scheme named BR1M which is an acronym for 
'Bantuan Rakyat 1 Malaysia' in Bahasa Malaysia or the '1 Malaysia People's Aid' in English language. BR1M is aimed 
at low-income Malaysian households. The Department of Statistics Malaysia has categorized Malaysian households 
into three income groups namely Top 20% (T20), Middle 40% (M40), and Bottom 40% (B40). In 2016, the median 
income of B40 households is RM3,000 as compared to RM6,275 for M40 and RM13,148 for T20 households, 
respectively (Department of Statistics, 2017). 
 
The 'Bantuan Rakyat 1 Malaysia' in Bahasa Malaysia or the '1 Malaysia People's Aid' is a type of cash transfer 
program which have been implemented by many countries to help the poor (Farrington & Slater, 2006; Hulme, 
Hanlon, & Barrientos, 2012). In the first year of BR1M implementation, a one-off cash payment of RM500 was given 
to households with less than RM3000 monthly income and RM2.09 billion was given to around 4.2 million households 
representing about 80% of Malaysian B40 households. Since 2012, the Malaysian government has continued the 
BR1M program and provided cash assistance to low-income Malaysians as shown in Table 1. Between 2012 and 
2017, the Malaysian government has spent a total of RM25.62 billion on the BR1M cash aid scheme (Bernama, 2018; 











Table 1: BR1M Statistics 
 
 Amount given to households 
Amount spent on 
BR1M RM 
billion 






















2012 RM500 - - RM2.09 4.18 
2013 RM500 - RM250 RM2.9 6.8 
2014 RM650 RM450 RM300 RM3.64 6.96 
2015 RM950 RM750 RM350 RM5.35 7.44 
2016 RM1,000 RM800 RM400 RM5.36 7.28 
2017 RM1,200 RM900 RM450 RM6.31 7.22 
Source: (Bernama, 2018; TreasuryMalaysia, various years) 
 
In recent months, there has been a lot discussion on the merit and demerits of BR1M to Malaysia. On the one hand, 
BR1M has been criticized as political bribery and a waste of public funds (WartawanSinarHarian, 15 November 2014). 
Money spent on BR1M could be better used for other purposes such as to enhance skills development of Malaysian 
workers and to create higher paying jobs in the country. This is akin to the wise saying, “Give a man a fish, he eats 
for a day. Teach a man to fish, he eats for a lifetime”. On the other hand, BR1M has been praised as Malaysia’s effort 
to help its low income earners (Tong & Alhadjri, 15 Jan 2017). Supporters of BR1M counter with a revised version 
of the wise saying which calls for cash assistance to be given to the poor to ensure that the poor will be able to survive 
and not die of starvation while they learn how to fish.  
 
This paper aims to examine the views of millennials on whether BR1M is a good policy for Malaysia. Seeking the 
views of Malaysian millennials on this topic is important because there is lack of research on the perceptions of young 
Malaysians on this issue. It is also in line with recent calls by leaders in the government, society and academia on the 
need to encourage Malaysian youths particularly graduates and undergraduates to actively channel their ideas on 











2.   METHODOLOGY AND DATA 
 
The research instrument was a self-administered survey questionnaire comprising closed ended and open ended 
questions. Valid responses were obtained from 141 business undergraduates enrolled in a management ethics course 
at a public university in Malaysia which specializes in management education. The profile of the respondents are 
presented in Table 2 below. 
 
Table 2: Respondents’ attributes (N = 141) 
 
 
Classification  Number Percentage 
Gender Female 109 77.3 
 Male 32 22.7 
    
Semester 2 53 37.6 
 3 29 20.6 
 4 55 39.0 
 5 2 1.4 
 6 2 1.4 
    
Program B.Acct. (Hons) 27 19.1 
 B.Fin (Hons) 26 18.4 
 BIBM (Hons) 19 13.5 
 BBA (Hons) 16 11.3 
 B.Banking (Hons) 12 8.5 
 BBA (Log.&Tpt.) (Hons) 11 7.8 
 BHRM (Hons) 9 6.4 
 B.POM (Hons.) 5 3.5 
 BMA (Hons) 5 3.5 
 BRMI (Hons) 5 3.5 
 BIFB (Hons) 3 2.1 
 B.Mktg. (Hons) 2 1.4 
 B.Ent. (Hons) 1 0.7 
    
Religion Islam 91 64.5 
 Buddhist 33 23.4 
 Hindu 16 11.3 
 Christian 1 0.7 
 
 
3.   EMPIRICAL RESULTS 
 
This study employed a combination of quantitative and qualitative approaches in order to achieve a better 
understanding of the perceptions of business undergraduates on the BR1M cash aid scheme. The qualitative data 









for Malaysia and were given three closed ended answer options i.e agree, disagree or neutral i.e neither agree nor 
disagree. The findings on this research question is presented in Table 3 below  
  
Table 3: Respondents’ views on whether BR1M is a good policy for Malaysia 
 
 Frequency Percent 
Yes, I agree 82 58.2 
Neutral, I neither agree nor disagree 30 21.3 
No, I do not agree 29 20.6 
Total 141 100.0 
 
Respondents were also asked to explain the reasons why they agree, disagree or are neutral to the question on whether 
BR1M is a good policy for Malaysia. The Nvivo qualitative analysis software was used to analyse the responses to 
this open ended question in the questionnaire (Bazeley & Jackson, 2013). Analysis of the open ended responses 
revealed the following 19 groups of most commonly cited reasons for supporting or not supporting BR1M (Miles, 
Huberman, & Saldana, 2013). These 19 groups of most commonly cited reasons or themes are listed in the following 
table and regroup into two main groups i.e reasons or themes that support BR1M and   reasons or themes that do not 
support BR1M. The most commonly cited theme in support of BR1M is that BR1M helps the poor and needy which 
is mentioned by a total of 69 out of 141 respondents or 49% of total respondents. The most commonly cited theme 
against BR1M is that the BR1M amount is too small which is mentioned by a total of 14 out of 141 respondents or 










Table 4: Respondents’ reasons for supporting or objecting BR1M  
 THEME No of YES 
respondents 


















        
  
Help the poor and needy 48 17 4 69 49% 
Good for economy 26 4 1 31 22% 
Reduce income gap  7 1 2 10 7% 
Reflect good values 5 1 0 6 4% 
Counter price inflation  3 0 1 4 3% 
Targeted subsidy for poor 4 0 0 4 3% 
Counter weak economy 2 2 0 4 3% 
Address capitalism weakness 3 0 0 3 2% 
Welfare system 3 0 0 3 2% 
Short term remedy 0 1 1 2 1% 
 Sub-total 101 26 9 136   
 
THEMES AGAINST BR1M 
 
          
Amount too small 2 3 9 14 10% 
Bad long term effects 0 2 9 11 8% 
Promote dependency mentality 0 5 3 8 6% 
Political bribery 1 5 1 7 5% 
Root causes not addressed 1 3 3 7 5% 
Fund other programs 0 1 5 6 4% 
Weak administration of BR1M 1 3 0 4 3% 
Bad for economy 0 2 2 4 3% 
Costly to country 0 2 1 3 2% 
 Sub-total 5 26 33 64   
 
 
4.   CONCLUSION  
 
This study found that slightly more than half, i.e 58.2% of Malaysian millennials agree that  BR1M is a good 
policy for Malaysia. The results of this study differs from the findings of a twitter poll conducted by Malaysia’s 
Business FM radio station which found that only 33% of its 470 listeners who participated in the poll agree that the 
government should continue to implement BR1M (BFM, 2017). The difference in the results is likely due to 
differences in the respondent profile of both studies. The respondents of the BFM twitter poll are likely to comprise 










While most Malaysian millennials are supportive of BR1M, they have also highlighted a number of concerns 
with regard to BR1M. Among their major concerns are that BR1M may have long term negative effects on the country 
and that BR1M may also promote a dependency mentality and be a disincentive for the recipients to look for work. 
As pointed out by one respondent, “BR1M should be improved in the future to avoid abuse and incentivising laziness 
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